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Thus, when the Lusitania sailed from New York, her owner and 
master were justified in believing that, whatever else had theretofore 
happened, this simple, humane, and universally accepted principle 
would not be violated. Few, at that time, would be likely to con- 
strue the warning advertisement as calling attention to more than 
the perils to be expected from quick disembarkation and the possible 
rigors of the sea, after the proper safeguarding of the lives of pas- 
sengers by at least full opportunity to take to the boats. 

It is, of course, easy now, in the light of many later events, added 
to preceding acts, to look back and say that the Cunard Line and 
its captain should have known that the German Government would 
authorize or permit so shocking a breach of international law and so 
foul an offence, not only against an enemy, but as well against peace- 
ful citizens of a then friendly nation. But the unexpected character 
of the act was best evidenced by the horror which it excited in the 
minds and hearts of the American people. 

The fault, therefore, must be laid upon those who are responsi- 
ble for the sinking of the vessel, in the legal as well as moral sense. 
It is therefore not the Cunard Line, petitioner, which must be held 
liable for the loss of life and property. The cause of the sinking of 
the Lusitania was the illegal act of the Imperial German Govern- 
ment, acting through its instrument, the submarine commander, and 
violating a cherished and humane rule observed, until this war, by 
even the bitterest antagonists. As Lord Mersey said: "The whole 
blame for the cruel destruction of life in this catastrophe must rest 
solely with those who plotted and with those who committed the 
crime." 

But while, in this lawsuit, there may be no recovery, it is not to 
be doubted that the United States of America and her allies will well 
remember the rights of those affected by the sinking of the Lusitania, 
and, when the time shall come, will see to it that reparation shall be 
made for one of the most indefensible acts of modern times. 

The petition is granted, and the claims dismissed, without costs. 

ADDENDUM. 

The grounds upon which the decision is put render unnecessary 
the discussion of some other interesting questions suggested. As to 
the exception to interrogatory 20, brushing aside all technical points, 
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I am satisfied that the withheld answer relates to matters irrelevant 
to the issues here. It certainly can not be expected, in wartime, that 
an American court will ask for the disclosure of information deemed 
confidential by the British Admiralty, nor can I see any good reason 
for delaying a decree until some future date, when information may 
be forthcoming; for it seems to me that, no matter what other gen- 
eral advices of the Admiralty may have been given prior to May 7, 
1915, the result of this case must be the same. 



